CROMWELL AND CATHOLICS	209
catholics, called Blackloists, would have accepted such a
scheme, but it was naturally rejected at Rome. The ordinance
of 1650, however, which repealed penalties on those not attend-
ing their parish churches, benefited the catholic. Since he was
not excluded from the provisions of this act, it was probably
intended that he should enjoy the relief it gave, although it was
inconvenient to avow that purpose in so many words. In prac-
tice, certainly, he ceased to be molested for not going to the
parish church, and in April 1655, when it was thought necessary
to put the penal laws into force again, the test provided was
not evidence of his absence from church but his refusal of the
oath established in 1643.
However, this did not mean that the catholic could worship
as he liked. The celebration of mass was still forbidden, and
a catholic wishing to attend such a service had only two re-
sources—to risk the penalties for attendance in private houses
or to go to one of the chapels of the foreign representatives in
London. Attendance at these privileged chapels is the great
reason why, in spite of penalties, the catholic gentry resorted
to London in such large numbers. English subjects had often
been prohibited from attending these chapels, and a proclama-
tion was issued in 1655 in much the old form. A number of
catholics were arrested for attending service at the Venetian
embassy but apparently were merely reprimanded.1
When Mazarin interceded on behalf of the catholics, Crom-
well himself replied that he had already plucked many from
the raging fire of persecution which tyrannized over their con-
sciences and arbitrarily encroached upon their estates, and that
he hoped to do more as opportunity occurred.2 Although he
gave his assent to a new act against them, apparently it was
not enforced.3 Indeed the French ambassador reported that
the catholics were treated more leniently during the protectorate
than under any previous government.4 This would seem to
prove that, excepting presbyterians, puritans were not in-
tolerant even of Roman Catholicism. They had fanned the
popular hatred of popery in order to discredit Arminianism and
Thorough, but proved merciful when actually in power.
1	Gardiner, Commonwealth and Protectorate, iv. 18-20; State Papers, Venetian, 1655-
1656 (1930), pp. 54-5, 167, 176, 185, 310.
2	Letter ccxvi, in Carlyle, iii. 6.	3 Acts and Ordinances, ii. 1170-80.
4 Gardiner, Commonwealth and Protectorate, iv. 19-20; Firth, Last Tears of the Pro-
tectorate, i. 73-9.
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